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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to tine amendment filed on Marcli 31 , 2010. Claims 1-4, 
6-13, 15-18, 20-28, 30, 31 , 35, and 39-42 were canceled. Claims 43-78 were added. 
Claims 43-78 are pending. 

Response to Amendment 
Specification 

1 . The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1 .75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: An article of manufacture including a computer readable 
medium in claims 73-78 is not found in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 73-78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 73 is an article of manufacture including 
a computer readable medium. This medium is not disclosed In the specification and as 
such It can Include non statutory subject matter. As such, the claim Is not limited to 
non-transitory, statutory subject matter and is therefore non-statutory. 
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Claims 74-78 are rejected as being dependent upon the rejection of claim 73 as 
they also fail to cure deficiencies noted in these claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. 43 and 46-78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Satran 
et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,430,183. 

Regarding claim 43, Satran teaches a method comprising: 
receiving a multicast data packet at a routing unit of a communication system, 
wherein, the multicast data packet includes a multicast address associated with a 
multicast group (col. 3, lines 31-39, col. 4, lines 48-60, Satran discloses data transmitted 
from a host computer and that the data transmitted is part of a multicast); 

identifying receiver addresses associated with the multicast address (col. 4, lines 
48-60, Satran discloses address fields of the packets); 
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identifying one or more parameters associated with at least one of the receiver 
addresses (col. 4, lines 48-60, col. 5, lines 15-43, Satran discloses address templates 
for filtering and receiver specific parameters); 

filtering the multicast data packet based on the one or more parameters to 
generate a filtered data packet (col. 5, lines 16-35, Satran discloses filtering done with a 
receiver specific parameter); and 

transmitting the filtered data packet to the at least one of the receiver addresses 
(col. 5, lines 33-35, Satran discloses a filtered data block received at an address). 

Regarding claim 46, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein the one or 
more parameters are dependent on one or more conditions of a receiver associated 
with the at least one of the receiver addresses (col. 4, lines 48-60, col. 5, lines 15-43). 

Regarding claim 47, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein at least one 
of the one or more parameters identifies a type of content that is not to be sent to the at 
least one of the receiver addresses, and wherein the type of content is removed from 
the multicast data packet to generate the filtered data packet (col. 4, lines 48-60). 

Regarding claim 48, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein at least one 
of the one or more parameters identifies a data size limit that can be sent to the at least 
one of the receiver addresses (col. 7, lines 58-66). 
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Regarding claim 49, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein at least one 
of the one or more parameters identifies a time at which data packets are not to be sent 
to the at least one of the receiver addresses (col. 7, lines 58-66). 

Regarding claim 50, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, further comprising 
filtering the receiver addresses associated with the multicast address to identify one or 
more receiver addresses that are not to receive the multicast data packet (col. 7, lines 
58-66). 

Regarding claim 51 , Satran teaches the method of claim 50, wherein the filtering 
of the receiver addresses is based at least in part on the one or more parameters, and 
wherein the one or more parameters are associated with at least the one or more 
receiver addresses that are not to receive the multicast data packet (col. 7, lines 58-66). 

Regarding claim 52, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein at least one 
of the one or more parameters comprises an instruction to not send an advertisement to 
the at least one receiver address (col. 5, lines 15-59). 

Regarding claim 53, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein at least one 
of the one or more parameters comprises an instruction to not send an image to the at 
least one receiver address (col. 5, lines 15-59). 
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Regarding claim 54, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein at least one 
of the one or more parameters is based in part on whether a receiver associated with 
the at least one receiver address is roaming (col. 5, lines 15-59). 

Regarding claim 55, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein at least one 
of the one or more parameters is based in part on a characteristic of a display of a 
receiver associated with the at least one receiver address (col. 5, lines 15-59). 

Regarding claim 56, Satran teaches the method of claim 55, wherein the 
characteristic of the display comprises at least one of a size of the display, a color 
attribute of the display, or a graphical attribute of the display (col. 5, lines 15-59). 

Regarding claim 57, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein at least one 
of the one or more parameters is based in part on an available bandwidth of a receiver 
associated with the at least one receiver address (col. 5, lines 15-59). 

Regarding claim 58, Satran teaches the method of claim 43, wherein at least one 
of the one or more parameters is based in part on an availability of a receiver 
associated with the at least one receiver address (col. 5, lines 15-59). 

Claims 59-78 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 43-58 and 
therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not Identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the Invention was made. 

6. Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Satran 
further in view of Stapleton et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,175,875. 

As to claim 44, Satran teaches the method of claim 43. 

Satran does not explicitly teach maintaining a table that associates the receiver 
addresses with the multicast address, wherein the table is stored at a control unit. 

However, Stapleton teaches a table that stores multicast communication 
addresses (col. 7, lines 4-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Satran in view of Stapleton to maintain a table that associates the 
receiver addresses with the multicast address, wherein the table is stored at a control 
unit. One would be motivated to do so because a table is an efficient and convenient 
way to store information. 

7. Claim 45 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Satran, 
further in view of Lee et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,490,285. 
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As to claim 45, Satran teaclies tine metliod of claim 43. 

Satran does not explicitly teach maintaining a table that associates the one or 
more parameters with the at least one of the receiver addresses. 

However, Lee teaches searching tables based on a multicast address to 
determine parameters of receivers/clients (col. 6, lines 40-61). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Satran in view of Lee to maintain a table that associates the one or 
more parameters with the at least one of the receiver addresses. One would be 
motivated to do so because a table is an efficient and convenient way to store 
information. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 43-78 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,055,364 to Speakman et al., because it discloses content-based 
filtering of multicast information. 
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U.S. Pat. No. 5,933,605 to Kawano et al., because it discloses multicast 
messages filtered based on message content. 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,175,875 to Stapleton et al., because it discloses multicast 
filtering. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner should be directed to AVI GOLD whose telephone number is (571)272-4002. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner, Art Unit 2457 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
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